Herbert Rowse Armstrong.
He went in, kissed her, and waited till Dr. Hincks came. Dr. Hincka
said that she might last through the day, but she died at 10 aim. The
funeral took place on 25th February. Armstrong was very upset and
went abroad, with the concurrence of Dr. Hincks. He returned to Hav in
May and resumed his duties as justices' clerk till 31st December. During
that period—except for possible single days—he was not away from Hay
On 31st December he was interviewed by Inspector Crutchett, and made
a statement, and was arrested on another charge.
Counsel then gave a list of the purchases of arsenic by Armstrong
In 1912 and 1914 there were purchases of weed-killer which were not
material. On 7th June, 1919, a fortnight after Armstrong's return from
the Army, he bought £ Ib. of arsenic properly coloured, with other
ingredients for weed-killer; it was bought from Mr. Davies, the local
chemist at Hay. There was evidence of Armstrong and Jay, the gardener
that some of this was used. On 4th August, 1920, there was the purchase
by Jay of three or four 1-lb. tins of weed-killer containing arsenic in large
quantities. This was used except half a tin, which was found after
Armstrong's arrest. On llth January, 1921, Armstrong bought i Ib. of
arsenic from Mr. Davies. The evidence given by the assistant was that
this also was coloured. According to the appellant this was purchased
for use on the paths and drive, where Jay said there were numerous weeds,
and that January was a good time of year to deal with them. Armstrong',
in other words, was identifying himself in the most direct way with the
purchase of arsenic from the local chemist, who had known him for years.
The point had been made—why had he not used this arsenic? His ex-
planation was that a few days later his wife returned and was ill, so he did
not use it till he returned in May. His diary showed that on the only Satur-
day between llth January and his wife's return Armstrong himself -was
ill in bed.
The loud chief justice—On 14th January he was writing asking for
his wife's return.
Sir henry curtis bennett, continuing, said that Dr. Hincks's death
certificate was — heart disease, one year; nephritis, six months; acute
gastritis, twenty-one days. Two motives for this crime were alleged—first,
the alleged will leaving all his wife's property to the appellant, but the
difference in effect of the two was not very great.
The lord chief justice—Did he not receive everything under the
second ?
Sir henb.y curtis bennett admitted this, but he said that dealing
with it as a question of motive, or part of the motive, it was notable
that not one penny piece had been used by the appellant up to the time
of his arrest.
The lord chief justice—It would have been highly inartistic to
dispose of it at once.
Sir henry curtis bennett—But this was nearly a year.
The other alleged motive was even less formidable, namely, that there
was some other lady—a lady of mature years and perfect respectability,
all of whose family were known to the appellant; a lady who knew of
Mrs. Armstrong, and of Armstrong's affection for her and for his children.
Neither side did nor could make the slightest reflection on this lady or
Armstrong's relations with her.
There was another motive never suggested at the trial until the
learned judge suggested it himself in the summing-up—a motive with
which he (counsel) had, of course, no opportunity of dealing, and which
•was never suggested by the prosecution.
He would summarise the facts down to the date of Mrs. Armstrong's
death.—a devoted husband—not disputed; living on terms of affection with
his wife—not disputed; in August, 1920, when he is supposed to be
poisoning liis wife, sends for Mr. Chevalier and Miss Friend. She is five

